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Abstract

Wild animals are commonly fitted with trackers that record their position through time, to

learn about their behaviour. Broadly, statistical models for tracking data often fall into two

categories: local models focus on describing small-scale movement decisions, and global models

capture large-scale spatial distributions. Due to this dichotomy, it is challenging to describe

mathematically how animals’ distributions arise from their short-term movement patterns, and

to combine data sets collected at different scales. We propose a multiscale model of animal

movement and space use based on the underdamped Langevin process, widely used in statistical

physics. The model is convenient to describe animal movement for three reasons: it is specified

in continuous time (such that its parameters are not dependent on an arbitrary time scale),

its speed and direction are autocorrelated (similarly to real animal trajectories), and it has a

closed form stationary distribution that we can view as a model of long-term space use. We use

the common form of a resource selection function for the stationary distribution, to model the

environmental drivers behind the animal’s movement decisions. We further increase flexibility by

allowing movement parameters to be time-varying, e.g., to account for daily cycles in an animal’s

activity. We formulate the model as a state-space model and present a method of inference based

on the Kalman filter. The approach requires discretising the continuous-time process, and we

use simulations to investigate performance for various time resolutions of observation. The

approach works well at fine resolutions, though the estimated stationary distribution tends to

be too flat when time intervals between observations are very long.

1 Introduction

Wild animals are commonly tracked using satellite tags, typically resulting in two-dimensional

locations collected at discrete time intervals. Various statistical methods have been developed to

analyse such data and answer increasingly complex ecological questions (Hooten et al., 2017). Those

methods can broadly be divided into two classes, depending on the spatio-temporal scale of focus.
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Global models describe large-scale patterns of space use by animals, and local models focus on small-

scale movement patterns. These roughly correspond to the distinction in mathematical biology

between Eulerian approaches, which describe the temporal evolution of the spatial distribution of

animals, and Lagrangian approaches, which describe the movement dynamics of a single animal

(Turchin, 1998). Although the large-scale patterns emerge from small-scale decisions, most existing

models ignore this mechanism. The main approach to bridge this gap has been to develop analytical

and numerical methods to simulate the large-scale distribution that emerges from a fitted animal

movement model (Barnett and Moorcroft, 2008; Whitehead and Jonsen, 2013; Potts and Börger,

2023; Signer et al., 2024). However, those methods do not provide an explicit model for the large-

scale distribution. Recently, it has been proposed that stationary processes could be used to define

movement models that scale up to a known long-term distribution (Michelot et al., 2019a,b, 2020).

Here, we present the underdamped Langevin diffusion process, a model from statistical physics, as

a multiscale model of animal space use.

2 Model overview

2.1 The underdamped Langevin process

Let (Zt) denote the continuous-time process for the location Xt and velocity Vt of an animal at

time t ≥ 0, i.e., Zt = (Xt, Vt)
⊺. The underdamped Langevin process is described by the system of

SDEs, dXt = Vt dt

dVt = −γVt dt+ σ2∇ log[π(Xt)] dt+
√
2γσ dWt

, (1)

with initial condition Z0 = (x0, v0)
⊺, where π is a differentiable function from R to R+, ∇ is the

gradient with respect to location, (Wt) is a standard Wiener process, and γ > 0 and σ > 0 are

parameters (Cheng et al., 2018). In Equation 1, the location is defined as the time integral of

the velocity, and the velocity is a mean-reverting process pulled towards higher values of π (with

some stochasticity). The location process (Xt) therefore combines directional persistence, because

velocity is autocorrelated, and attraction to high values of π. We focus the mathematical exposition

on the one-dimensional case because Equation 1 can be used directly to model each dimension of

a multi-dimensional isotropic process (e.g., two or three dimensions for animal movement). Under

mild regularity conditions, the marginal stationary distribution of the process (Xt) defined in

Equation 1 is proportional to π (Cheng et al., 2018; Eberle et al., 2019). In later sections, we will

use this property to define a multiscale model where an animal’s movement decisions, described by

the SDE, are directly linked to the emergent distribution.

In physics, Equation 1 is used to describe the motion of a particle under an external force measured

by F = ∇ log π (Risken, 1996, Chapter 10). In that context, the parameter γ is often called the
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friction coefficient, as larger values imply stronger reversion of the velocity to zero (Erdmann

et al., 2000). Using the Fokker-Planck approach, the underdamped Langevin process has also been

formulated through a partial differential equation for evolution of the probability density function

of (Zt), known as the Kramers equation (Kramers, 1940; Erdmann et al., 2000; Hadeler et al., 2004;

Gardiner, 2004).

Because (Xt) has π as its stationary distribution, this process has also been used to build Markov

Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) algorithms to sample from π (Chen et al., 2014). It is a special

case of the general method of Ma et al. (2015, 2019) for specifying stochastic differential equations

with a given stationary distribution, which they use to define a general family of samplers. In

particular, Equation 1 defines an irreversible stochastic process, in contrast with more common

reversible processes such as the overdamped Langevin diffusion (Roberts and Tweedie, 1996).

2.2 A multiscale animal movement model

If the process (Xt) defined in Equation 1 describes the position of an animal, the function π

represents its long-term distribution over space, analogous to species distribution models widely

used in ecology (Aarts et al., 2012). Then, π may be determined by habitat suitability and other

factors that affect the animal’s space use (e.g., corridors it needs to travel through). We propose

using the underdamped Langevin process as a multi-scale model of animal movement, which links

the small-scale movement dynamics described by the stochastic differential equations (Equation

1) to the large-scale spatial distribution π. Michelot et al. (2019b) proposed a similar model

based on the overdamped Langevin diffusion, but the underdamped process presented herein has

the advantage of describing realistic small-scale movement dynamics, including a finite speed and

directional persistence.

2.2.1 Modelling the utilisation distribution

To ensure that it is positive, a natural choice for the utilisation distribution π is of the form

π(x) ∝ exp

(
K∑
k=1

βkψk(x)

)
, (2)

where the ψk are known differentiable functions over space. Due to the linearity of the gradient

operator, the gradient term in the SDE for the velocity process can then be written as a linear

combination of the gradients of the functions ψk, i.e., ∇ log π(Xt) =
∑K

k=1 βk∇ψk(Xt). We suggest

two possible choices for the functions ψk, either as spatial covariates that can be used to predict

space use, or as basis functions in a non-parametric approach.

The log-linear form for the utilisation distribution π (Equation 2) is often called a resource selec-

tion function when the functions ψk are spatial covariates of interest (Johnson et al., 2006; Aarts
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et al., 2012). The βk coefficients then measure the association between an animal’s space use and

the measured environmental features, and often interpreted in terms of strength of “selection” or

“avoidance” (Fieberg et al., 2021). This approach can directly be integrated into the underdamped

Langevin process: the velocity Vt tends to be “pulled” towards higher values (if βk > 0) or lower val-

ues (if βk < 0) of the covariate ψk. This provides an intuitive description of an animal’s movement

decisions, based on the local environmental features captured by the gradient.

Alternatively, if spatial covariates are not available, or if they do not fully capture patterns of

space use, we can use a non-parametric model of π where the ψk are basis functions. In this

context, the weights βk cannot be interpreted separately, and only the resulting function π is of

interest. This is for example similar to the approaches of Preisler et al. (2004), Russell et al. (2018)

and Brückner et al. (2020). In the non-parametric approach, we assume that the vector of basis

coefficients follows β ∼ N(0,Σ), which can be viewed as a prior distribution or as a smoothness

penalty to constrain the shape of the function π (Wood, 2017). In the two-dimensional case of

animal movement, one could for example use thin plate regression splines, for which both the basis

functions ψk and the smoothness penalty matrix Σ can be obtained using the R package mgcv

(Wood, 2003, 2017). A model could combine parametric and non-parametric terms, as is common

in spatial modelling where penalised splines are used to capture patterns that cannot be explained

by available covariates.

Note that, in practice, environmental covariates are almost always measured and stored over a

discrete spatial grid (a “raster”). The corresponding functions ψk are then piecewise constant, and

their gradients cannot be used directly in the model (because the slope is zero within each grid

cell, and undefined at the boundaries). In this case, we instead consider the bilinear interpolation

of the raster, for which the gradient can easily be computed analytically (see e.g., Michelot et al.,

2019b). Other smoothing or interpolation methods may be considered.

2.2.2 Parameter interpretation

The parameter γ is called the friction coefficient in physics, and larger values lead to less smooth-

looking trajectories. Its inverse 1/γ, sometimes called the relaxation time of the process (Risken,

1996), is the time interval it takes for the autocorrelation of the velocity to decrease by a factor e,

such that 3/γ can be interpreted as the time scale over which the autocorrelation of the velocity

decreases by approximately 95% (Michelot and Blackwell, 2019). The parameter σ2 is most directly

interpreted as the variance of the limiting distribution of the velocity process. As a result,
√
π/2×σ

is the mean speed of movement of the animal (Michelot and Blackwell, 2019). Figure 1 shows

simulations from the underdamped Langevin process for different combinations of values for γ and

σ, all with the same underlying stationary distribution π. It illustrates the flexibility of the model to

capture a wide range of movement dynamics, all leading to the same large-scale emergent patterns.
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In Section 2.3, we extend this further by allowing γ and σ to depend on time-varying covariates,

e.g., to account for cyclical patterns in an animal’s activity.
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Figure 1: Simulations from the underdamped Langevin process for different values of the movement pa-

rameters γ (columns) and σ (rows). The background colour shows the stationary distribution, which was

identical for all simulations.

2.2.3 Links to other movement models

The underdamped Langevin process includes many widely-used continuous-time movement models

as special or limiting cases. The continuous-time correlated random walk (or integrated Ornstein-

Uhlenbeck process) of Johnson et al. (2008) is obtained when ∇ log π = 0, i.e., when the stationary

distribution π is flat. The model presented here can therefore be viewed as an extension of that

model to the case where movement is driven by habitat, similar to the approach of Russell et al.

(2018). When both γ → ∞ and σ → ∞ such that σ2/γ remains constant, the underdamped

Langevin process reduces to the overdamped (first-order) Langevin process (proof in Appendix A).

Michelot et al. (2019b) used the overdamped process for animal movement, but it has no directional

persistence and infinite speed, making it a less realistic model for the fine-scale movement dynamics.

Michelot et al. (2020) described a reversible stochastic process inspired by Markov chain Monte

Carlo samplers as the basis for a multiscale movement model. Similarly to the overdamped Langevin

process, that model did not include directional persistence, leading to random walk-like movement

patterns.
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2.3 Time-varying dynamics

The dynamics of an animal’s movement often change through time, as a result of changes in its

behavioural state (e.g., resting, foraging, exploring; Morales et al., 2004). To account for this, two

common approaches are to allow for regime-switching through a latent continuous-time Markov

chain (Blackwell, 1997; Michelot and Blackwell, 2019), or to specify the movement parameters as

functions of time-varying covariates (Michelot et al., 2021). Here, we adopt the latter approach,

which is relatively easy to implement, and can relate movement patterns to temporal variables.

Following the varying-coefficient stochastic differential equation approach of Michelot et al. (2021),

the movement parameters can be specified using a combination of linear, non-linear, and random

effects of covariates. A common example would be to model the speed or directionality of movement

with a cyclical effect of time of day.

As long as the movement parameters do not depend on space (e.g., do not depend on spatial

covariates), the resulting process (Xt) still has the stationary distribution π. Indeed, it can be

viewed as an infinite mixture of processes that all share the same stationary distribution. This

provides a very flexible framework to relate an animal’s time-varying movement dynamics to a

explicit long-term emerging distribution.

It is in principle straightforward to apply a similar method to write the parameters of π as functions

of time-varying covariates. Although this could be used to capture behaviour-dependent habitat

preferences (similar to Nicosia et al., 2017), the time-varying function π would not be a stationary

distribution for (Xt) any more, and the large-scale distribution of space use may not be available

in closed form.

3 Statistical inference and implementation

Given observations from the location process (Xt), we wish to estimate the dynamics of the velocity

process, i.e., the movement parameters γ and σ, and the parameters of the stationary distribution

π. Russell et al. (2018) proposed a similar model for the movements of ants, and implemented

a Bayesian approach based on the Euler-Maruyama discretisation of the position and velocity

processes. Brückner et al. (2020) used an alternative method to derive estimators of the force field

and noise in underdamped systems, while correcting for discretisation and observation errors.

In this section, we propose another framework of inference based on the Kalman filter. The key

challenge is that the velocity process is not observed directly, so we treat it as a latent variable in a

state-space model formulation, similar to the approach of Johnson et al. (2008) for the integrated

Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process.
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3.1 Transition density of discretised process

We first consider a realisation from the joint process (Zt) (location and velocity), with values

(z1, z2, . . . ,zn) at observation times t1 < t2 < · · · < tn, and we define ∆i = ti+1−ti as the i-th time

interval. There is no general solution to the system of SDEs in Equation 1 because the dynamics

of the process depend on the possibly complex function π, but an approximate solution can be

found based on the assumption that the force term ∇ log π(Xt) is constant over each time interval

[ti, ti+1). Cheng et al. (2018) derived the transition density of a special case of this discretised

underdamped Langevin process (for a particular value of the parameters γ and σ), and we use

similar calculations to find the following general formulas:

Zti+1 | {Zti = zi} ∼ N(µi, Qi),

where

µi =

xi + vi(1−e−γ∆i )
γ + σ2∇ log π(xi)

γ

(
∆i − 1−e−γ∆i

γ

)
vie

−γ∆i − σ2∇ log π(xi)
γ (1− e−γ∆i)


and

Qi =

σ2 (2∆i
γ − e−2γ∆i

γ2 − 3
γ2 + 4e−γ∆i

γ2

)
σ2

γ

(
1− 2e−γ∆i + e−2γ∆i

)
σ2

γ

(
1− 2e−γ∆i + e−2γ∆i

)
σ2(1− e−2γ∆i)


Over very short time intervals, the slope of log π will typically be almost constant, leading to a

good approximation, but the error will be greater at coarser time resolutions. We illustrate this in

simulations in Section 4.

3.2 Inference using state-space model formulation

In practice, the velocity process is not observed, and we may only observe the location at discrete

times, so we take a state-space modelling approach. A state-space model jointly describes the

dynamics of an unobserved state process, and the mechanism that connects the state to the observed

data (Durbin and Koopman, 2012). In this context, the underlying state is the joint process for

the location and velocity of the animal, and the observation are just the locations. The model can

be rewritten in the form

Observation Equation: Xti = AZti

State Equation: Zti+1 = TiZti +Bihi + ηi

where ηi ∼ N(0,Qi) is the process error (with Qi as defined in Section 3.1), hi = ∇ log π(Xti),

and

A =
(
1 0

)
, Ti =

(
1 1−e−γ∆i

γ

0 e−γ∆i

)
, and Bi =

σ2

γ

(
∆i − 1

γ (1− e−γ∆i)
)

σ2

γ (1− e−γ∆i)

 .
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The observation equation simply represents the fact that velocity is not observed. Note that,

although the state-space formulation could in principle be used to account for measurement error

with an additional term in the observation equation, this would not be sufficient to correct for

the corresponding errors in ∇ log π(Xt). Therefore, we assume that locations are observed with

negligible error, and leave the problem of noisy locations open. The state equation is directly derived

from the transition density of the discretised underdamped Langevin process given in Section 3.1.

For two-dimensional data such as animal movement tracks, the model takes a similar formulation,

but where the matrices given above are combined into block matrices.

For a state-space model in this form, the likelihood can be evaluated using the Kalman filter

(Durbin and Koopman, 2012, Section 7.2). We use maximum likelihood estimation, but other

likelihood-based inference methods could also be implemented directly using this approach. Using

large-sample approximations, we derive uncertainty estimates based on the inverse of the Hessian

matrix of all model parameters. Model parameters can be estimated from multiple independent

time series, e.g., movement tracks collected on different animals, by multiplying their likelihoods.

If random effect and penalised terms are included in the model for the utilisation distribution π

(e.g., spatial random field) or in the movement parameters (e.g., cyclical effect of time of day), the

model can be fitted using the marginal likelihood approach described by Michelot et al. (2021).

4 Simulations

We assessed the performance of the method of inference presented in Section 3 using simulations.

We defined the true stationary distribution as π(x) = exp(β1ψ1(x) + β2ψ2(x) + β3ψ3(x)) where ψ1

and ψ2 were generated at random on a raster grid, to resemble spatial environmental covariates,

and where ψ3 was the squared distance to the centre of the study region. We used the coefficients

(β1, β2, β3) = (2, 5,−10), representing positive “selection” for the two environmental variables, and

a tendency to remain close to the centre (similar to home range behaviour of animals). For the

simulation, the movement parameters were set to γ = 1 and σ = 1. We simulated 100 trajectories

from the discretised underdamped Langevin process on this map, using a very fine time resolution

of ∆ = 0.01 to avoid any discretisation error in the simulation. Then, we downsampled the data

at random to (average) time intervals of ∆ ∈ {0.02, 0.05, 0.1, 0.2, 0.5, 1, 2}, and fitted the model on

the thinned data.

The results are shown in Figure 2. All model parameters were recovered well at short time resolu-

tions. The friction parameter γ displayed some moderate positive bias at coarse time resolutions,

corresponding to a slight underestimation of the time scale of autocorrelation of the velocity pro-

cess. The speed parameter σ was estimated well even for the longer time intervals. In the model for

the stationary distribution π, the estimates for the coefficients β1 and β2 (measuring the association
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between the distribution and two artificial environmental variables) decreased as the time interval

of observation increased; for very long intervals, they were estimated close to zero. This is because

those parameters are estimated based on the association between the animal’s movement and the

gradient of the covariates at the start point of each observed step. As the time intervals get longer,

the association becomes weaker, i.e., the coefficients are underestimated. Interestingly, the coeffi-

cient for the squared distance ψ3 did not seem to be biased even at coarse resolutions, although

the estimation variance increased somewhat. This is probably because ψ3 does not change quickly

over space, i.e., the assumption that its gradient does not change between two observed locations

is approximately correct even for coarser data. As a result, even though β1 and β2 could not be

recovered at long intervals, the overall shape of the utilisation distribution π was estimated quite

well; the correlation between the true and estimated π (measured on a raster grid) was around 0.85

on average even at the coarsest resolution.

corr(π, π̂) γ σ

β1 β2 β3

0.02 0.05 0.1 0.2 0.5 1 2 0.02 0.05 0.1 0.2 0.5 1 2 0.02 0.05 0.1 0.2 0.5 1 2

−30

−20

−10

0.90

0.95

1.00

1.05

0

2

4

0.9

1.1

1.3

1.5

1.7

−1

0

1

2

3

0.7

0.8

0.9

1.0

∆

va
lu

e

Figure 2: Results of simulation study. Parameter estimates from 100 simulations, for data thinned to

different time resolutions ∆. The bottom-left panel shows the correlation between the estimated and true

utilisation distributions, measured on a raster grid. The other five panels show the five parameters of the

model, with the true values shown as horizontal red lines.

5 Discussion

It is a common challenge to carry out inference for stochastic differential equations from discrete

data, and most approaches have to use approximations such as the Euler-Maruyama discretisation

(Iacus, 2008). Similarly, the approach we presented requires the assumption that the gradient of

the stationary distribution ∇ log π(Xti) is approximately constant between two observation times ti

and ti+1, and simulations revealed that this leads to bias for coarse temporal resolutions. It may be
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possible to use higher-order approximations to improve inference. We tried replacing ∇ log π(Xti)

by (∇ log π(Xti) + ∇ log π(Xti+1))/2, or by ∇ log π((Xti + Xti)/2), to account for dependence on

the shape of π along the whole step (rather than only at the start point), but this did not yield

noticeably better results. It would be interesting to explore other methods of inference for second-

order stochastic differential equations, such as that described by Pilipovic et al. (2024).

The Kramers equation is a partial differential equation describing the evolution of the joint prob-

ability density of the position and velocity through time, for the underdamped Langevin process

(Hadeler et al., 2004). It could be used to simulate the spatial distribution of an animal over in-

termediate time steps, to learn about its transient movement dynamics (Potts and Painter, 2024).

This could for example provide insights into the time scale over which animals explore their envi-

ronment, and the effects of habitat fragmentation on their ability to efficiently travel across their

range.

The underdamped Langevin diffusion process is a promising approach to analyse animal tracking

data, with great flexibility to capture small-scale movement patterns, and with a direct link to the

emerging utilisation distribution. Other stationary processes within the general class described by

Ma et al. (2015, 2019) might provide even better descriptions of animal movement, and we hope

that this paper will stimulate more work in this area.
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Appendices

A Overdamped Langevin process as a limiting case

We first define σ̃ = σ
√
ε and λ̃ = λε for some ϵ > 0, and we consider the situation where ε → 0

(i.e., σ → ∞, and σ2/λ is fixed). The SDE for Vt (Equation 1) can be rewritten

dVt = − λ̃
ε
Vt dt+

σ̃2

ε
∇ log[π(Xt)] dt+

√
2λ̃σ̃

ε
dWt

and, if we multiply both sides by ε,

εdVt = −λ̃Vt dt+ σ̃2∇ log[π(Xt)] dt+
√

2λ̃σ̃ dWt

In the limit ε→ 0, the left-hand side tends to zero, and this equation becomes

λ̃Vt dt = σ̃2∇ log[π(Xt)] dt+
√
2λ̃σ̃ dWt

We plug this into the equation dXt = Vtdt (Equation 1), and we get

dXt =
σ̃2

λ̃
∇ log[π(Xt)] dt+

√
2σ̃√
λ̃
dWt.

This equation defines an overdamped (first-order) Langevin diffusion process, where the parameter

σ̃/
√
λ̃ measures the diffusion speed (Michelot et al., 2019b).
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